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Detailed Action 

Claims 1-28 are pending in the application. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 7/27/2004 regarding the rejection of the have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant's attempt to distinguish the claims from prior art is based on noting the lack of 
a teaching of a " registration web server" and Cordery's failure to teach any requesting of the 
registration web server to revoke a user signature certificate, as recited in claim 1 . 

Applicant further argues "the Office Action also relies on 608 of FIG. 6 for issuing a 
singed message to postage and certificate meter to revoke the certificate. However, the signed 
message being issued in connection with step 608 of Cordery does not disclose that the signed 
message be sent to a registration web server, but instead Cordery teaches that the signed message 
is sent to a postage meter subsystem 218 (Col. 8, lines 16-19). Nothing in Cordery teaches or 
even suggests that the postage meter is a web server.", REMARKS, page 10, 2 nd paragraph 
* The Examiner responds that Cordery discloses that "a postage and certificate meter 
combines the functionality of a postage meter and a certificate management device, providing 
significant advantage to the postal service (and other certification authorities) and to the user. 
The postage and certificate meter is a secure cryptographic device with secret information that 
allows secure communication with the certificate authority such as a post office or other trusted 
third party and capability to use, manage and execute various security services, col. 3, lines 44- 
47. 
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According to the MPEP 904.01, the Examiner is obligated to give each term in the claims 
its broadest reasonable interpretation. See also In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 44 USPQ2nd 1023 
(Fed. Cir. 1997) . That is, Cordery's certificate management device inherently carries out the 
recited steps and functionality of a' registration web server" . 

Applicant argues that Cordery "provides no teaching (or even a suggestion) that any 
communication, including a request to a certificate authority is provided as a request to a 
registration web server over the authenticated secure channel, as recited in claim L", page 10, 1st 
paragraph. 

The Examiner responds that Cordery's postage and certificate meter is a secure 
cryptographic device with secret information that allows secure communication with the 
certificate authority such as a post office or other trusted third party and capability to use, 
manage and execute various security services, col. 4, lines 1-8. That is, Cordery's disclosed 
secure communication constitutes (reads on) the recited "authenticated secure channel". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in ( 1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 1,18 and 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Cordery et al. (U.S. Patent 6,134,328 and Cordery hereinafter). 

In regards to claim 1, Cordery teaches a method for revocation of a signature certificate 
in a Public Key Infrastructure (PKn (figure 6) comprising: 

creating an authenticated secure channel with a registration web server (figure 6, step 

604); 

requesting the registration web server revoke a user signature certificate, the requesting 
occurring over the authenticated secure channel (figure 6, step 608); 

revoking the user signature certificate (figure 6, step 616); notifying a directory by the 
registration web server of revocation of the user signature certificate (figure 6, steps 620 and 
624); and 

setting a user entry in the directory to a state without a signature certificate (figure 6, step 

622). 

In regards to claim 18, the claim limitations recite an apparatus ( A server comprising a 
storage medium) having instructions to substantially execute the method of claim 1, therefore 
the same rejection applies. 

In regards to claims 23-25, the claim limitations recite a system to substantially execute 
the method of claim 1, therefore the same rejection applies. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill* 
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in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 2-4, 7, 21 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cordery in view of Grimmer (U.S. Patent 5,774,552). 

In regards to claim 2, Cordery teaches the system of claim 1 as discussed above. 
Cordery does not teach generating a directory password for the user during creation of the user 
signature certificate. 

Grimmer discloses a system for retrieving X.509 certificates from an X.509 directory service 
agent (col. 1, lines 9-10). 

Grimmer teaches generating a directory password for the user during creation of the user 
signature certificate (i.e. if a UserPassword attribute type was defined to hold user password 
information in the X.500 directory, user2 can query the directory to verify that the password it 
received from userl matched the one held in the X.500 directory) (col. 4, lines 48-52). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the teaching of Cordery with the teachings of Grimmer to 
include generating a directory password for the user during creation of the user signature 
certificate with the motivation to provide a basis for authentication and security services 
(Grimmer, col. 4, lines 32-34). 

In regards to claims 3, 21 and 26, Cordery teaches that the creating and requesting are 
initiated by the user (i.e. [the revocation] may occur, for example, where an individual believes 
that his or her private key has been compromised) (col. 8, lines 7-9). 

In regards to claim 4, Cordery teaches that the creating and requesting are initiated by 
the user when the security of the user signature certificate has been potentially compromised (i.e. 
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[the revocation] may occur, for example, where an individual believes that his or her private key 
has been compromised) (col 8, lines 79). 

In regards to claim 7, Cordery teaches using the user signature certificate to authenticate 
the user before the creating (col. 1 , lines 20-23). 

Claims 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cordery in view 
of Grimmer as applied to claim 3 above, further in view of Tarpenning et al. (Pub No. 
2002/0007454 and Tarpenning hereinafter). 

In regards to claim 5, the combination of Cordery and Grimmer teaches the system of 
claim 3 as discussed above. 

The combination of Cordery and Grimmer does not teach sending the user one of a 
password and a personal identification number (PIN) by the registration web server after the 
setting of the user entry. 

Tarpenning teaches a system for managing security keys using a certificate (see 
Abstract). 

Tarpenning teaches sending the user one of a password and a personal identification 
number (PIN) (i.e. confirmation) by the registration web server after the setting of the user entry 
(i.e. revocation) (figure 5, step 1025). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the combination of Cordery and Grimmer with the teachings of 
Tarpenning to include sending the user one of a password and a personal identification number 
(PIN) by the registration web server after the setting of the user entry with the motivation to 
guarantee that the revocation occurred (Tarpenning, par. [0043]). 



Application/Control Number: 09/704,4 1 8 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2131 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cordery in view of 
Grimmer in view of Tarpenning as applied to claim 5 above, in further view of Hsu et al. (U.S. 
Patent 5,982,898 and Hsu hereinafter). 

In regards to claim 6, the combination of Cordery, Grimmer and Tarpenning teaches the 
system of claim 5 as discussed above. 

The combination of Cordery, Grimmer and Tarpenning does not teach requesting a new 
signature certificate by the user using the directory password and one of the password and the 
PIN. 

Hsu teaches an invention relating to certification used in connection with secure and 
authorized communications (cot. 1, lines 4-5). 

Hsu teaches requesting a new signature certificate by the user using the directory 
password and one of the password and the PIN (see Figure 2). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the combination of Cordery, Grimmer and Tarpenning with the 
teachings of Hsu to include requesting a new signature certificate by the user using the directory 
password and one of the password and the PIN with the motivation to identify the requestor of 
the certificate (Hsu, col. 4, lines 56-64). 

Claims 8 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cordery 
in view of Asay et al. (Pub. No. 2041/001 1255 and Asay hereinafter). 

In regards to claims 8 and 27, Cordery teaches the system of claim 1 as discussed 

above. 
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Cordery does not teach notifying a personal registration authority by a user that the user 
has lost the user signature certificate, the notifying occurring before the creating. 

Asay discloses an invention that relates to electronic transactions, and, more particularly, 
to services supporting reliance on digital signature certificates and managing the risk of such 
certificates in an electronic transaction system [par. 0001]. 

Asay teaches notifying a personal registration authority by a user that the user has lost the 
user signature certificate, the notifying occurring before the creating (i.e. A subscriber can 
revoke a certificate to prevent reliance on forged digital signatures created using a compromised, 
e.g., lost or stolen, private key) (par. [0014]) 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the system of Cordery with the teachings of Asay to include 
notifying a personal registration authority by a user that the user has lost the user signature 
certificate, the notifying occurring before the creating with the motivation to minimize the 
consequences of errors by the certification authority or subscriber (Asay, par [0014]). 

Claims 9-11 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cordery in view of Asay as applied to claim 8 above, in further view of An et al. (U.S. Patent 
6,715,073). 

In regards to claim 9, the combination of Cordery and Asay teaches the system of claim 
8 as discussed above. 

The combination of Cordery and Asay does not teach that the creating and requesting are 
initiated by the personal registration authority. 
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An et al. discloses a registration system in which information about personal vaults is 
stored in an X.500 directory (col. 3, lines 45-46) 

An et al. teaches that the creating and requesting are initiated by the personal registration 
authority (i.e. A registration authority running as a software application in the controller 
processes requests to issue, renew and revoke digital certificates issued by a certification 
authority using two pairs of public-private keys) (see Abstract). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the combination of Cordery and Asay with the teachings of An 
et al. to include that the creating and requesting are initiated by the personal registration authority 
with the motivation to handle the exploding growth in electronic business (col. 3, line 17). 

In regards to claim 10, Cordery teaches requesting a personal registration authority's 
signature certificate to authenticate the personal registration authority before the creating (col. 1; 
lines 20-23). 

In regards to claims 11 and 28, An et al. teaches that the personal registration authority 
is a supervisor of the user (figure 4, #32 and con. 5, lines 7-13). 

Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cordery in 
view of Asay in view of An et al. as applied to claim 10 above, in further view of Atkinson et al. 
(U.S. Patent 6,367,012 and Atkinson hereinafter). 

In regards to claims 12 and 13, the combination of Cordery, Asay and An et al. teaches 
the system of claim 10 as discussed above. 

The combination of Cordery, Asay and An et al. does not teach querying the directory 
after the requesting the registration web server revoke the user signature certificate to determine 
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if the personal registration authority is permitted to revoke the user signature certificate, and 
revoking the user signature certificate by the registration web server only if the personal 
registration authority is permitted to revoke the user signature certificate. 

Atkinson discloses embedding certifications in executable files for network 
transmissions. 

Atkinson teaches querying the directory after the requesting the registration web server 
revoke the user signature certificate to determine if the personal registration authority is 
permitted to revoke the user signature certificate, and revoking the user signature certificate by 
the registration web server only if the personal registration authority is permitted to revoke the 
user signature certificate (i.e. The function of Table 1 1 is to confirm whether an instruction to 
revoke or unrevoke a license is authorized. The database looks up the agency's credentials in the 
Accountinfo column, obtaining from that the corresponding license that indicates which licenses 
or digital certificates this agency is allowed to revoke or unrevoke. Each meta-agency has the 
right to grant revocation rights to child agencies that it directly licenses. As a result, the right to 
populate this second table is controlled by other entries in the same table.) (cot. 25, line 64 
through cot. 26, line 6). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the combination of Cordery, Asay and An et al. with the 
teachings of Atkinson to include querying the directory after the requesting the registration web 
server revoke the user signature certificate to determine if the personal registration authority is 
permitted to revoke the user signature certificate, and revoking the user signature certificate by 
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the registration web server only if the personal registration authority is permitted to revoke the 
user signature certificate with the motivation to guarantee the integrity of the revocation process. 

Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cordery in view 
of Asay in view of An et al. in view of Atkinson as applied to claim 13 above, in further view of 
Grimmer. 

In regards to claim 14, the combination of Cordery, Asay, An et al. and Atkinson 
teaches the system of claim 14 as discussed above. 

The combination of Cordery, Asay, An et al. and Atkinson does not teach generating a 
directory password for the user during creation of the user signature certificate. 
Grimmer teaches generating a directory password for the user during creation of the user 
signature certificate (i.e. if a UserPassword attribute type was defined to hold user password 
information in the X.500 directory, user2 can query the directory to verify that the password it 
received from userl matched the one held in the X.500 directory) (col. 4, lines 48-52). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's 
invention to modify the combination of Cordery, Asay, An et al. and Atkinson with the teachings 
of Grimmer to include generating a directory password for the user during creation of the user 
signature certificate with the motivation to provide a basis for authentication and security 
services (Grimmer, col. 4, lines 32-34). 

Claims 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cordery in view 
of Asay in view of An et al. in view of Atkinson in view of Grimmer as applied to claim 14 
above, in further view of Tarpenning et ad. (Pub No. 2002/0007454 and Tarpenning hereinafter). 
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In regards to claim 15, the combination of Cordery, Asay, An et al., Atkinson and 
Grimmer teaches the system of claim 14 as discussed above. 

The combination of Cordery, Asay, An et al., Atkinson and Grimmer does not teach 
sending the user one of a password and a personal identification number (PIN) by the registration 
web server after the setting of the user entry. 

Tarpenning teaches a system for managing security keys using a certificate (see 
Abstract). 

Tarpenning teaches sending the user one of a password and a personal identification 
number (PIN) (i.e. confirmation) by the registration web server after the setting of the user entry 
(i.e. revocation) (figure 5, step 1025). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the combination of Cordery, Asay, An et al., Atkinson and 
Grimmer with the teachings of Tarpenning to include sending the user one of a password and a 
personal identification number (PIN) by the registration web server after the setting of the user 
entry with the motivation to guarantee that the revocation occurred (Tarpenning, par. [0043]). 

Claims 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cordery in view 
of Asay in view of An et al. in view of Atkinson in view of Grimmer in view of Tarpenning as 
applied to claim 15 above, in further view of Hsu. 

In regards to claim 16, the combination of Cordery, Asay, An et al., Atkinson, Grimmer 
and Tarpenning teaches the system of claim 15 as discussed above. 
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The combination of Cordery, Asay, An et al., Atkinson, Grimmer and Tarpenning does 
not teach requesting a new signature certificate by the user using the directory, password and one 
of the password and the PIN. 

Hsu teaches requesting a new signature certificate by the user using the directory 
password and one of the password and the PIN (see Figure 2). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of Applicant's 
invention to modify the combination of Cordery, Asay, An et al., Atkinson, Grimmer and 
Tarpenning with the teachings of Hsu to include requesting a new signature certificate by the 
user using the directory, password and one of the password and the PIN with the motivation to 
identify the requestor of the certificate (Hsu, col. 4, lines 56-64). 

Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cordery in view 
of An et al. 

In regards to claim 17, Cordery teaches the system of claim 1 as discussed above. 
Cordery does not teach wherein the revoking is performed by the registration web server. 
An et al. teaches that the creating and requesting are initiated by the personal registration 
authority (i.e. A registration authority running as a software application in the controller 
processes requests to issue, renew and revoke digital certificates issued by a certification 
authority using two pairs of public-private keys) (see Abstract). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the system of Cordery with the teachings of An et al. to include 
that the revoking is performed by the registration web server with the motivation to handle the 
exploding growth in electronic business (cot. 3, line 17). 
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Claims 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cordery in 
view of Atkinson. 

In regards to claims 19-20, Cordery teaches claim 18 as discussed above. 
Cordery does not teach verifying the entity is permitted to revoke the user signature certificate, 
and revoking the user signature certificate only if the entity is permitted to revoke the user 
signature certificate. 

Atkinson discloses embedding certifications in executable files for network 
transmissions. 

Atkinson teaches querying the directory after the requesting the registration web server 
revoke the user signature certificate to determine if the personal registration authority is 
permitted to revoke the user signature certificate, and revoking the user signature certificate by 
the registration web server only if the personal registration authority is permitted to revoke the 
user signature certificate (i.e. The function of Table 1 1 is to confirm whether an instruction to 
revoke or unrevoke a license is authorized. The database looks up the agency's credentials in the 
Accountlnfo column, obtaining from that the corresponding license that indicates which licenses 
or digital certificates this agency is allowed to revoke or unrevoke. Each meta-agency has the 
right to grant revocation rights to child agencies that it directly licenses. As a result, the right to 
populate this second table is controlled by other entries in the same table.) (col. 25, line 64 
through col. 26, line 6). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicants invention to modify the system of Cordery with the teachings of Atkinson to include 
verifying the entity is permitted to revoke the user signature certificate, and revoking the user . 
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signature certificate only if the entity is permitted to revoke the user signature certificate with the 
motivation to guarantee the integrity of the revocation process. 

Claim 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cordery in 
view of An et al. 

In regards to claim 22, Cordery teaches the server according to claim 18 as discussed 

above. 

Cordery does not teach that the entity is a personal revocation authority. 

An et al. teaches that the creating and requesting are initiated by the personal registration 
authority (i.e. A registration authority running as a software application in the controller 
processes requests to issue, renew and revoke digital certificates issued by a certification 
authority using two pairs of public-private keys) (see Abstract). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention to modify the system of Cordery to include that the entity is a personal 
revocation authority with the motivation to handle the exploding growth in electronic business 
(col. 3, line 17). 

Action is Final 

THIS ACTION IS FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 



Application/Control Number: 09/704,4 1 8 Page 1 6 

Art Unit: 2131 

will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Taghi T. Arani whose telephone number is (571) 272-3787. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:30 Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571) 272-3795. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Taghi T. Arani, Ph.D. 

Examiner 
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